‘Amateur 


nits Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, WT Docket WT 98-143, the FCC seeks com- 

ments on how to deal with potential abuses of the current disability waiver for 
higher-speed Morse code tests. In its proposed rules, however, the FCC has altogether de- 
leted current language regarding a physician’s certification to waive the 13 or 20 WPM 
Morse requirement. In RM-9196, the ARRL had asked the FCC to require anyone applying 
for an exemption pursuant to a doctor’s certification to first attempt the higher-speed test be- 
fore examination credit could be given. The League also asked that VECs have access to rel- 
evant medical information from the certifying physician. The FCC said the ARRL’s 
proposal would place “an unfair burden on examinees” and raised serious privacy and confi- 
dentiality issues. 

The FCC went along with an ARRL petition and proposed allowing Advanced class 
hams to be eligible to prepare and administer license examinations up through General 
class under the VE program. The Commission said the change would permit greater 
testing opportunities for hams. The FCC also invited comments on whether it should 
change written examination requirements “to provide VEs and VECs additional flexibil- 
ity in determining the specific contents of written examinations.” 

Referring to yet another ARRL petition, RM-9150, the FCC invited comments on 
how it can improve its Amateur Radio enforcement processes. The FCC applauded the 
ARRL “for its creative thinking” in that petition, but said the specific proposal was “in- 
consistent” with the current statutory role of administrative law judges. The FCC raised 
the possibility of encouraging complainants to include a draft order “to show cause to 
initiate a revocation or cease and desist hearing proceeding.” The FCC said it also wants 
to hear how it can better use the services of the Amateur Auxiliary in beefing up en- 


forcement. 


The FCC proposed to phase out Racio Amateur Civili Emergency Service, or RACES, 
stations by not renewing their licenses. No new RACES licenses have been issued since 
1980, and only 249 valid licenses remain. The FCC said RACES stations no longer are 
needed because any amateur station that has been properly registered with a civil de- 
fense organization has the same privileges as a RACES station. 

The FCC also used the occasion to clarify the definition of “power” as used in the RF 
exposure table in Section 97.13(c)(1). The FCC said it refers to peak envelope power 
(PEP) input to the antenna. It also made clear that no one holding an FCC-issued ham 
ticket may apply for a reciprocal permit for alien amateur licensee. 

Without comment in the NPRM text, the FCC also appears to have eliminated the 
365-day time limit fora Certification of Successful Completion of Examination (CSCE) 
to remain valid. The current 365-day limit remains in proposed wording in Section 
97.9(b), Operator license, however. 

The FCC is expected to issue an erratum to correct outright errors in the NPRM, but it 
has no plans to clarify the Commission’s intent on individual issues. 

The FCC set a longer-than-normal comment period. The deadline for comments is 
December 1, 1998. The deadline for reply comments is January 15, 1999. The FCC will 
accept electronic comments via the Internet at http://www.fcc.gov/e-file/ecfs.html. 

A copy of the complete NPRM has been posted on the ARRL Web page, 
http://www.artl.org. The FCC NPRM also can be downloaded from the FCC Web site in 
WordPerfect 5.1 and text versions as 

http://www.fcc. gov/Bureaus/Wireless/Notices/1998/fcc98183.wp or 
http://www.fcc.gov/Bureaus/Wireless/Notices/1998/fcc98183 txt, re- 
spectively. 


Williams WA7HNH 
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a FCC ISSUES 


ERRATA ON 
_ “STREAMLINING” 
| NPRM 


ARRL 
i The FCC has clarified most of the 
: questions and confusion raised by its re- 
i cent Amateur Radio rules “streamlining” 
i proposal, WT Docket 98-143. The Com- 
: mission this week issued some corrections 
‘and clarifications in a 13-page 
: Errata to the original NPRM, released in 
: early August. The FCC said the correc- 
_ tions were issued “to conform the pro- 
i posed rules to the proposals discussed in 
‘ the text of the Notice." 
| A major change from the original 
: rulemaking proposal was to effectively re- 


: instate language providing for a physi- 


 Cian’s certification that an applicant is 

i unable to pass a 13 or 20 WPM Morse 
‘code test. In the NPRM text, the FCC in- 

‘ vited comment on this issue and on an ear- 
: lier ARRL proposal, RM-9196. The 

_ ARRL had asked the FCC to require any- 

i one applying for an exemption pursuant to 
'a doctor’s certification to first attempt the 

i higher-speed test before getting exam 

: credit. 

| The Commission also clarified its in- 
tention to retain the current 365-day time 

' limit for a Certificate of Successful Com- 
' pletion of Examination (CSCE) to remain 
: valid. 

| The FCC also added the words “Ele- 
iment 1(A), 1(B) or 1(C)” to proposed Sec- 


i tion 97.301 (e), referring to the 5, 13, and 


: 20 WPM code examination elements, re- 


i spectively. While this clarified the need to 
' at least have credit for the 5 WPM Morse 


_ code examination to gain Novice/Tech 

' Plus HF privileges, neither the original 
NPRM nor the Errata list Element 

| 1(A)—the 5 WPM code test—as a spe- 

: cific requirement for any license class. 

' The FCC appears to be proposing to pro- 
vide that a Technician licensee could gain 
| HF privileges by passing a 5 WPM code 

: test. Just how this would happen in the 

: real world remains unclear. 

| The FCC describes elsewhere in its 

' proposed rules how applicants may claim 
_ credit for Element 1(A), however. A pro- 
_ posed change at Section 97.507(d) that 

‘ would have substituted the words “no less 
: than 5 WPM" has been dropped. The cur- 
' rent wording says “no less than the pre- 

: scribed speed.” 

| The FCC also addressed apparently in- 
_ advertent rules changes in the NPRM. 

: Gone is language that would have elimi- 


nated Extra class phone and image priv- 
ileges in the 20 and 15-meter Extra 
class phone subbands and data privi- 
leges in the 20 and 15-meter Extra class 
CW subbands. Also gone is wording 
that would have dropped data privi- 
leges from Novices and phone privi- 
leges for current Tech Plus operators on 
10 meters. The FCC also eliminated 
wording that seemingly would have 
limited Novice CW operation to “only 
messages sent by hand." 

The FCC’s Errata also indicate that 
the Commission intended to retain the 
current 200 W PEP power limit on the 
current Novice/Tech Plus HF bands. 
The NPRM had proposed imposing the 
200 W PEP power restriction on HF 
only when the control operator is a 
Novice. 

The FCC also made it clear that 
someone holding a Technician class li- 
cense granted before February 14, 
1991, could get examination credit for 
written Element 3(A). The Errata also 
add Element 1(B), the 13 WPM code 
test, to the elements that may be pre- 
pared by an Advanced class Volunteer 
Examiner. 

The Errata also correct several ap- 
parent typographical errors and make 
other relatively minor changes to the 
original NPRM. 

The Errata fail to address another 
discrepancy in the NPRM that was 


noted earlier by the ARRL. The NPRM 


gives an applicant who held a Techni- 
cian license (expired or otherwise) 
granted before March 21, 1987, exami- 
nation credit for written Element 3(B). 
But the proposed rules do not extend 
similar credit to an applicant who had 
held a General or higher class license, 
once the grace period is past. The FCC 
Errata is on the ARRLWeb at 
www.arrl.org/news/restructur- 
ing/98-143/errata. html 


CLAY’ S Col : 3 one 


During the month of Av 
mary business of the 
Frequency Coordinators. 
has been the election of 1 
the NFCB (National F 
nators Board). The By 
electing Three of the Five sea 
year. Running for re-election’ 
Dick Isley, W9GIG from [lino 
Wormser, K6LEW from 
Dave Shiplett, ACSMU | 
The Fourth candidate 
W6QC from SCRBBA 
fornia. — 


nators Remailer as the a ve 
information arose The: Cha i 
of 


esting to note that som 30 
dination entities voted i in 


Our Bylaws call for the NFCB to 
choose officers internally. There se 
be a lot of ig for tee i. 


out here vacationing as well as “shendin: 
meeting of retired American Airlines pi- 
lots in Bellevue. Ken Rau, Matkand 
Nancy McKibbin had anopportunityto = 
meet Dick and his wife and chatoverdine 
ner, se 


One item of working un- | Honestane iterate 
der-constructionatthistimeisthenew = 
NFCC Web Site. This site willenableev- 
eryone to see the documents that are the 
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= it. SPECTRUM BILL PICKS UP MORE 
NFCC Chairman Visits WWARA SPONSORS 


Arr 


During August, HR 3752, the Amateur 
Radio Spectrum Protection Act, picked up 
seven new cosponsors. This brings the total 
| to 64, plus the original sponsor Rep Mi- 
chael Bilirakis of Florida. 

The August additions include Rep Frank 
R. Wolf, Virginia; Rep Linda Smith, 
| Washington; Rep George Miller, Califor- 
nia; Rep Max Sandlin, Texas; Rep Lynn 
i Rivers, Michigan; Rep William Goodling, 
| Pennsylvania; and Rep Anne Northup, 
| Kentucky. 
The ARRL’s Legislative and Public Af- 
_ fairs Manager Steve Mansfield, NIMZA, 
returns to the Hill the first week of Sep- 
tember to prepare for Congress’ return 
from its “district work period” the follow- 
should get on with the process of getting ing week. 
coordinator organizations more recogni- 
tion with the FCC as we felt that our AAA SAYS LMCC “BACKING OFF” 
window of opportunity was closing. Ad- 70 CM REQUEST 
ditionally, we talked about the Document An official of the American Automo- 
Committee Chairman McKibbin is on bile Association says the Land Mobile 
and how it should proceed. Communications Council is backing away 


NFCC Chairman, Dick Isley, W9GIG 
met with WWARA officers Mark 
McKibbin, Nancy McKibbin, Ken Rau and 
Clay Freinwald August 29, 1998 in 
Quilcene, WA. 

Dick Isley who is a retired American 
Airlines pilot and his wife drove from IIli- 
nois where the make their home to attend a 
retired pilots convention in Bellevue. Dick 
said that after so many years of flying over 
the country it was time for him to drive it 
and see it from the ground. Arriving early 
afforded them the opportunity to spend 
some time sight seeing around the Olympic 
peninsula while enjoying some of the Vic- 


Once the NFCC died the discussion from its request that the FCC reallocate 
turned to the usual ham radio and re- 420 to 430 MHz and 440 to 450 MHz from 
peater stuff with a good time being had _ the federal government to the Private Mo- 
by all. bile Radio Service (PMRS). And the 


AAA’s Gary Ruark says he doubts the 
FCC will ever agree to the request in the’ 
face of strong support for continued Ama- 
teur Radio presence on the band. Amateur 
Radio has a secondary allocation on the 
band. The AAA is an LMCC member. 

In an August 31 letter to San Diego 
SEC David Doan, KC6YSO, Ruark, said 
that strong support for ham radio from the 
Association of Public Safety Communica- 
tions Officials-International (APCO) and 
the National Telecommunications & Infor- 
mation Administration caused the LMCC 
to back off its demand to reallocate the 70 
cm subbands it had requested last spring. 


torian bed and breakfasts in Port 
Townsend. 

WWARA Chairman Mark McKibbin 
arranged a dinner meeting with Dick, 
NFCC Representative Clay Freinwald, 
MACC Frequency Coordinator Chair Ken 
Rau and WWARA Secretary Nancy at the 
Timberhouse in Quilcene. We were able to 
speak first hand with Dick about some of 
the pending NFCC issues. The WWARA 


and Judy Because of that, Ruark said, “it is doubtful 
stressed to Dick that we felt that the NFCC that the FCC would ever apres to tiataaae 
Mexico m ay sell spectrum tion of the LMCC petition addressing shar- 


ing with amateur radio operators." 

In June, AAA asked the LMCC to file 
supplemental comments with the FCC to 
withdraw the request to share the 70 cm 
band with Amateur Radio. The LMCC de- 
clined. “The decision was based on the 
perception that to change the language now 
could undermine the rest of the petition," 
Ruark explained. Ruark, the AAA’s emer- 
gency road service technical communica- 
tions specialist, said the AAA would be 
unable to get the LMCC to reverse its posi- 


Mexico may be contemplating the reallocation of spectrum adjacent to the 2 Meter 
and 70 centimeter Amateur Radio bands and then selling the spectrum the highest bid- - 
ders. 

According to Bob Gonsett’s CGC Communicator, Mexico will be auctioning 148-174 
MHz and 450-470 MHz and other key frequency bands during 1998. CGC says it also 
appears as if Mexico had planned to auction off the 440 to 450 MHz amateur band and 
the spectrum from 486 to 495 MHz during 1997. The latter spectrum overlays TV Chan- 
nels 16, 17 and 18 in whole or in part. 

All of this and more can be found at the following Mexican government web site at 
www.cft.gob.mx/ html/f_submain2.html. 
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tion “because there is not enough support 
to win a vote on the matter." 

But Ruark said it was his understanding 
that the LMCC “would not continue to ac- 
tively seek access to the amateur radio 
spectrum, and would forfeit that language 
during FCC negotiations in exchange for 
more important spectrum allocations." 

A copy of Ruark’s letter to Doan is 
available on the ARRLWeb page, 
http://www. arrl.org/news/bandthreat/RM-9 
267/aaa083 1.html. 


FCC DENIES CHECKPOINT 
SYSTEMS PETITION 


The FCC has turned down a bid by 
Checkpoint Systems, a maker of theft de- 
terrent systems for stores, to raise the per- 
missible radiated and power-line conducted 
emission levels of its products operating at 
HF. 

The Part 15 devices, known as elec- 
tronic article surveillance or EAS systems, 
are located at store entrance and exit gates. 
The gates include a transmitter and receiver 
that can detect passive electronic tags at- 
tached to merchandise and trigger an 
alarm. 

Last year, Checkpoint asked the FCC to 
be allowed to operate between 1.705 and 
30 MHz at a maximuin radiated emission ~ 
level of 1000 uV/meter (measured at a dis- 
tance of 30 meters), and a maximum con- 
ducted emission level of 3000 uV. Current 
rules permit a maximum radiated emission 
level of 30 uV/meter (measured at a dis- 
tance of 30 meters) between 1.705 and 30 
MHz, or 100 uV per meter between 1.705 
and 10 MHz. The current conducted emis- 
sion limit for such devices operating be- 
tween 1.705 and 10 MHz is 250 uV. 

In its comments, the ARRL opposed 
the Checkpoint petition arguing that it 
would result in increased interference to 
amateur HF operation. The League also 


said Checkpoint had not provided any tech- | 
nical analysis of the potential for increased | 


interference at the frequencies in question. 
In a decision issued August 5, the FCC 
went along with the League, saying Check- 
point had not provided sufficient technical 
analysis to justify the requested tenfold in- 
crease in radiated emission limits. The 
Commission also said that Checkpoint 
had not justified its assertion that its EAS 
systems were in danger of being drowned 
out” by other sources of radio noise —FCC 


Coordinators Agree on Dispute 
Resolution 


The WWARA, ORRC and the IACC the three coordinating bodies who have jurisdic- 
tion for Washington and Oregon have come to an agreement in principal as how to solve 
the on going 147.20 dispute between Pet Policani, K7PP and Fred Allman, WA7HS)J. 

A simple resolution? NO. 

As part of the agreement in principal worked out between the coordinators required 
the WWARA to solicit the cooperation of the PARS 145.15 Olympia repeater group to 
move to a new frequency. PARS coordination holder Chuck Graff was contacted and 
has agreed to move to another frequency provided there is one available. 

The WWARA searched our database and selected several possible frequencies that 
might cochannel with the PARS Olympia repeater. Surprising, our inquiries met with 
favorable responses to the possibility of new cochannel agreement. But after doing 
some on the air evaluations of the Olympia signal it became apparent that of the 7 or so 
frequencies under consideration that none of them will work. The Olympia repeater site 
us uniquely situated and has a very strong presence in the Everett / Tacoma area effec- 
tively ruling out any cochannel possibilities in the Puget Sound area. 

A more vigorous search ensued. Looking at each frequency, its usage and its 
claimed area of coverage. The result showed that there were two frequencies that were 
under utilized of which one would be a good choice for the Olympia repeater, 145.13. 
You may recognize this frequency as one of the WWARA SNP frequencies. You may 
have guessed that the other frequency is 145.29 the other SNP frequency. 

Current operations on 145.13 have been checked over the course of several weeks at 
odd intervals and no repeaters could be heard except the Port Angeles repeater. It is the 
WWARA Board’s recommendation the 145.13 frequency be placed into the normal re- 
peater pool and that it be assigned to the PARS group and the Port Angeles group. 

The eifect on SNP operations in WWARA territory will be minimal as, as previously 
stated the frequency is considably under utilized with only one full time repeater in Port 
Angeles. 

Therefore, with consent from the majority of the Board, the normally scheduled 
Board meeting scheduled for October will be extended to include a general membership 
meeting to address the change in the two meter band plan necessary to effect this change 
and address any questions related to this process. The meeting will be at the Radio Club 
of Tacoma, October 1, 1998 at 7:00 p.m. 


ithe two meter band plan. The meeting will be October 1) 


1998 at the Radio Club of Tacoma Club house. The 
Board meeting will begin at 7:00 p.m. 


The WWARA General Membership meeting scheduled | 


for December 5, 1998 has been changed to December | 


: 12, 1998 to allow us to meet at the Seattle Times faciltiy | 


|in Bothell. Times and directions will appear in the next : 
: issue of The Coordinator. : 
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FCC to tighten 
scanner rules 


The FCC plans to further tighten its 
rules on scanning receivers to prevent re- 
ception on cellular telephone frequencies. 
In a rule making notice released 03 June, 
ET Docket 98-76, the FCC proposed to re- 
quire receiver filtering adequate to prevent 
cell phone reception even when the re- 
ceiver is tuned to frequencies outside the 
cellular telephone bands, such as an image 
frequency. To prevent modification of le- 
gal receivers to receive cellular frequen- 
cies, the FCC wants scanning receivers 
designed so that the tuning and control cir- 
cuitry is “completely inaccessible,” and 
that attempts to modify the receiver “will 
likely render the equipment inoperable.” 
The proposed rules also would prohibit 
scanner kits. 

The FCC said the proposals were in re- 
sponse to a petition (RM-9022) from 
Uniden American Corporation, which 
manufactures both cellular telephones and 
scanners. 

The proposed rules would affect Ama- 
teur Radio equipment that includes scan- 
ning capability, as defined in the FCC 
rules. The FCC has invited comments on 
whether it should modify its definition of a 
scanning receiver to include units that can 
be manually tuned or which automatically 
switch among fewer than four frequencies. 

The FCC wants to require that scanners 
provide at least 38 dB of rejection for cell 
band signals at any frequency the receiver 
can tune. The FCC also proposes that scan- 
ners be unable to receive a signal level of 
5mV/meter or less in the cell band at any 
tunable frequency. 

The FCC suggested covering control 
and tuning circuits with epoxy or some 
other substance, or encasing them ina 
non-removable metal compartment, to 
make them impossible to access and mod- 
ify. The Commission also plans to ban the 
import or manufacture of scanning receiver 
and converter kits capable of receiving cel- 
lular frequencies. Test equipment would be 
exempted from the definition of a scanning 
receiver, however. 

The FCC also proposed modifying the 
rules to make it clear that modification of 
scanning receivers on a substantial scale to 
receive cellular frequencies would be the 
same as manufacturing, which already is il- 
legal. The FCC took the opportunity to 
point out that it’s still illegal to modify re- 
ceivers imported or manufactured prior to 
the effective date of the current scanning 
receiver rules. Those rules became effec- 
tive 26 Apnil 1994. 


Human exposure to 
therefore fields-the 


simple explanation 


By World Radio Bill Pasternak 

It’s no secret that most Hams really do 
not understand the new FCC nules regard- 
ing human RF exposure limits to electro- 
magnetic fields. You need only bring the 
subject up on your local repeater to find 
numerous radio amateurs freely admitting 
they don’t understand the new regulations 
nor are they adept at making the necessary 
calculations even if they did. 

I was involved in a telephone discussion 
of this problem with my friend Roy Neal, 
K6DUE. Both of us realized the govern- 
ment has mandated that Hams comply with 
the new regulations and has made a lot of 
good data available to the Amateur Radio 
community. We also realized that without 
mandatory retesting in the area of these 
new regulations of every currently licensed 
Ham probably would not take the time to 
locate, and read— let alone understand the 
new laws. 

I was talking about the situation with 
some Amateurs very knowledgeable in the 
area of human RF exposure limits at work, 
when it occurred to me that there might be 
a person who could shed some simple, 
non-bureaucratic words on this matter. 
Robert Gonsett, W6VR, is the president of 
an internationally recognized and 
well-respected broadcast consulting firm 
called Communications General Corpora- 
tion located in Fallbrook, California. 

Bob is the son of the late Faust Gonsett, 
the man considered the father of VHF 
transceiver technology. The senior Gonsett 
was responsible for such legendary pieces 
of Ham gear as the Gonsett Communicator 
I and II with their ever-watchful “Green 
magic eye” tuning indicators; the Commu- 
nicator III (the East-Coast Ham community 
nicknamed the “gooneybox”) the 
powerfulfor-its-time G-50 6M VFO con- 
trolled home station, plus myriad other 
gear that we Hams of the fate “SOs though 
the early “70s used and enjoyed. 

More important, one of the things that 
Bob Gonsett does quite well is to “commu- 
nicate” with those around him. To assist in 
that mission, Bob writes and publishes a 
weekly (sometimes twice weekly) e-mail 
newsletter known as the CGC Communica- 
tor. Not a week goes by when | do not find 
an item of importance in the CGC Commu- 
nicator. 

After discussing this matter a second 
time with Roy, I wrote a quick note from 
both of us to Bob asking if he could use his 
technical writing skill to help defray the 
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Washington bureaucratese with some sim- 
ple and sound advice. I shipped the note 
via cyberspace, and in short order I re- 
ceived the following response: 

“A short story for human exposure to ra- 
dio frequency electromagnetic fields 
caused by Ham radio operations might go 
like this: 

(1) Are you delivering less than 50 watts 
PEP to your antenna? If so, you almost cer- 
tainly comply with the FCC’s new human 
exposure to radio frequency electromag- 
netic field rules, also known as the “REF 
Rules.” 50 watts is the magic number de- 
termined by the FCC. 

(2) If you put more than 50 watts PEP 
into your antenna, your operation will 
probably still comply with REF Rules if it 
fits within the power limits of Table 1 of 
Supplement B of FCC publication OET-65. 
This table, widely available to Hams, per- 
mits up to 500 watts PEP on some HF Ham 
bands and as little as 50 watts PEP on oth- 
ers. Check the chart to see just where you 
stand. 

(3) If your operation is beyond what is 
permitted by the chart, it might still com- 
ply, but expert help is sometimes needed to 
make this determination. You've got to 
consider things like the height and type of 
antenna, the antenna’s proximity to people 
in worst-case situations, the type of modu- 
lation and the duty cycle of the transmitter. 
Tap the Ham resources in your community 
for help 

Remember that RF waves are like heat 
waves. It is the combined “heating effect” 
from all RF sources that counts, not the ef- 
fect of your operation alone. For example, 
if you live next door to a high power opera- 
tor, some of the “warming effects” of his 
signal will add to the warmth of your sig- 
nal. People standing on the ground in just 
the right places could be overexposed and 
that could lead to legal trouble. 

The bottom line is this: If you put 
less than 50 watts of peak power into 
your antenna, you will almost always 
comply with the REF Rules even if you 
have a “big gun” station next door. If 
you run more than 50 watts and espe- 
cially if there are other strong transmit- 
ters nearby, check the FCC 
publications or ask the experts in your 
area for help. 

Most Hams already comply with the 
REF Rules but simply don’t know it. 
Keeping your power below 50 watts is one 
quick and easy way to comply. 


AUGUST 1,1998 GENERAL MEM- 
BERSHIP MEETING MINUTES 


The August 1, 1998 general member- 
ship meeting was held at the Edmonds 
Parks & Recreation Building. The meeting 
was called to order at 10:05am by chair- 
man WR7V. Introductions were made and 
a sign in sheet was passed around. Those 
present were: Mark McKibbin - WR7V, 
Nancy McKibbin - KB7BJE, Peter Dahl - 
WA7FUS, Al Burleson - K7HW, Rob Lee 
- K7TGU, Ed Bmette - N7NVP, Bill 
Rourke - W7ERH, Pete Kruml - N7KFJ, 
Steven Mayes - KA7PMC, Clay Freinwald 
- K7CR, Scott Cronk - N7FSP, Bill Davis - 
KC7UW. 


The minutes of the June 4, 1998 board 
meeting were approved as printed. A fi- 
nancial report was read by the treasurer and 
approved. Financial records were available 
for members to review. 


ADJACENT AREAS 


IACC - No News 

BC - Ane-mail note was received from 
Al Muir. 

ORRC - See Old Business 


COMMITTEE REPORTS 


6/10 Meters - Ed reported that W7SIX’s 
53.87 application is pending a duplexer ~ 
problem. K7TGU’s 53.01 repeater is ready 
to go but not on the air as yet. K7HW’s 
53.19 coordination is on the air in a tempo- 
rary location at K7TGU’s house. 
KC7TGA’s application is pending equip- 
ment. 


2 Meters - The board approved a move 
of the 145.27 repeater to North Mtn. The 
board approved the move and assignment 
of the 145.17 Bremerton repeater to N7SSP 
in Belfair. 

WR7V will try to get a hold of Ray 
Fletcher of BEARS to get new TD sheets 
for the Tiger Mtn. moves. 


220 - No News 


440 - K7TGU will be putting 442.375 
both at Baldi and University Place and will 
make sure that there are TD sheets and fees 
for both sites. WA7NTF’s 444.550 appli- 
cation will be sent back and he can 
re-apply when he is ready to go on the air. 
The board approved a new repeater coordi- 
nation to WA7VNP of 443.775 on Cougar 
Mtn. 


900/1.2 - The board approved a move 
of W7ERH’s 1293.00 repeater. 


OLD BUSINESS Next meeting October 1,1998 at the Ra- 
dio Club of Tacoma 7:00pm. 

The 1998 Repeater Directory is sold 
out. There was a discussion about the sales 
and advertising for the 1999 directory. 
WR7V solicited help with signing up ad- 
vertisers for the 1999 directory. 

The NFCC is about to have elections. 3 
of the 5 board positions are up for elec- 
tions. The current board members have all 
been nominated for re-election. Dick Isley 
will be in the Seattle area over labor day 
weekend and will be having a meeting with 
K7CR, K7YR, WR7V, & KB7BIJE to dis- 
cuss NFCC happenings. Clay reported that 
the wording of the petition for proposed 
rule making is being worked on. Clay also 
reported that the Indiana Repeater Council 
has new board members and that there is 
apparent peace as a recognized coordina- 
tion group. 

The ARRL has a proposed license struc- 
ture change. Suggestions were made that 
we have a higher class license to own and 
operate a repeater. Would the WWARA 
support such a recommendation? 

WR7V has been talking to €arl DiPaolo 
about the 147.20 situation. The ORRC 
board agrees that Fred should have no sig- 
nal in Seattle. There are still questions 
within ORRC as to the status of K7PP’s 
Rainier coordination. Carl does not like 
hearing K7PP’s signal in Salem. Pete 
made a proposal to Fred that he would re- 
move Rainier and Longview and move 
Bawfaw to KO Peak and asked Fred to re- 
move his signal from Seattle and clean up 
his uncoordinated repeaters. Fred wrote 
back with certified mail demands and told 
Pete to basically take a hike. Fred placed 
an add in the Seattle Times demanding that 
Pete cease and desist by July 31,1998. The 
board approved a motion that the WWARA 
supports Pete’s proposal and that we ask 
ORRC for their approval as well. Also the 
membership would like to press for a re- 
gional meeting with ORRC for further dis- 
cussion. 


Meeting adjourned 12:40pm. 
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Copies of WWARA Rptr Dir ($6 ea) 


Dollars for 


Pete Kruml has offered up the Seattle 
Times building in Bothell for the Decem- 
ber meeting, with a tour to follow. Pete 
will let us know of availability of the 
Times building. 
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Dollars for 


N7FSP questioned our policies on none 
refundable fees. Scott also questioned the 
denial of coordinating his applications out- 
side the band plan. The board suggested 
that Scott propose a change to the policies 
for the next coordinator. 
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Elections will be held at the December 
General Membership Meeting. 
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THE WESTERN WASHINGTUN AMATEJUK NELAY ASSOCIATION 
SERVING REPEATER OWNERS AND USERS SINCE 1976 


BOARD OF DIRECTORS, 1997 - 


POSITION NAME ‘ CALL PHONE 

Chairman Mark McKibbin — ; WR7V 360 437-0718 
Vice Chairman Ken Rau _K7YR 425 222-7711 
Secretary/Treas. Nancy McKibbin KB7BJE 360 437-0718 
Representative #1 Steve Mayes KA7PMC 425 558-9525 
Representative #2 Mark McClain N6O0BY 425 881-9389 
Representative #3 Al Burleson K7HW 253 474-9023 
Representative #4 Clay Freinwald K7CR 253 939-1414 


STANDING COMMITTEES: 


Technical Steve Mayes KA7PMC 425 558-9525 
Membership Ken Rau K7YR 425 222-7711 
Coordinator Editor Mark McKibbin WR7V 360 437-0718 
Data Base Mgr Mark McKibbin WR7V 360 437-0718 
10 & 6 Meters Ed Bruette N7NVP 360 698-0917 
2 Meters Mark McClain N6OBY 425 881-9389 
220 MHz Peter Dahl WA7FUS 425 778-3581 
440 MHz Ken Rau/Jon Marcinko K7YR/W7FHZ 425 222-771 1/566-9049 
900/1200 Phil Ferrell K7PF 360 437-2684 


Please feel free to contact your WWARA officials at any time for additional information about the Association. The COORDINATOR is published 6 times a year 
and mailed to all parties having a WWARA coordinated system as well as those whom are paid USER members. Dues are $12 per calendar year. The Coordinator is 
published BIMONTHLY. Address all formal correspondence and requests for coordination to: Visit the WWARA’s web site at http://www radiolink net/wwara 
Western Washington Amateur Relay Association 
PO Box 65492 
Port Ludlow, WA 98365-0492 


